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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 31-52 are pending. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

2. The Information Disclosure Statements (IDS's) submitted on 12/14/2007 and 
6/9/2006 are in compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. 

Drawings 

3. The drawings filed on 6/9/2006 are accepted by the examiner. 

Election/Restrictions 

4. Applicant's election without traverse of Claims 31 -52 in the reply filed on 
6/11/2008 is acknowledged. 

5. Claims 53-59 were withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 

1 .142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or 
linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 6/1 1/2008. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 38 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
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applicant regards as the invention. It is not completely understood what is meant by the 
phrase "wherein the action of a target for which the voice is reproduced is promoted . . ." 
because there is no description of promotion of the reproduction in the specification. It is 
interpreted by the examiner that the action is enhanced by the addition information in 
conjunction with the voice reproduction. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

7. Claims 47-48 of the claimed invention are directed to non-statutory subject 
matter. The claims explicitly state that they are directed to a computer program which is 
nonstatutory under 35 USC 101 because it does not fall within one of the statutory 
categories. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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8. Claims 32-35, 38, 40-43, 46, 48, 50, and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Gabai et al. (US Patent #6773344 hereinafter Gabai). 

As per claim 40, Gabai discloses the information processing system comprising: 

information changing means for receiving inputted text and adding information 

which is not contained in the inputted text (Gabai, column 43, lines 3-19, 

...It is preferred, in such cases, that a toy not merely translate but combine its 

translations with other types of content that is appropriate to the given situation...) 
means for converting the output of the information changing means to voice 
(Gabai, column 20, lines 14-36, ...transfer information to the user through sound 

(possibly using text-to-speech technology)...) 

wherein the voice with the added information is reproduced (Gabai, 

column 53, lines 26-36, . . . Their response includes, but is not limited to sound (including 

voice)...) 

As per claim 41 , claim 39 or 40 is incorporated and Gabai further discloses: 

The means for converting inputted text to voice is interpretation means 
(Gabai, column 43, lines 3-19, ...It is preferred, in such cases, that a toy not merely 
translate but combine its translations with other types of content that is appropriate to 
the given situation...) Also, (Gabai, Figs. 58D) 



As per claim 42, claim 39 or 40 is incorporated and Gabai further discloses: 
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Analysis means for getting analysis result by analyzing the text 
(Gabai, Figs. 58A-B, column 43, lines 20-21, ...translates texts in a local or ancient 
language for its user/s...) If the text is translated, it is inherently understood and has 
thus been analyzed. 

Additional-information determining means for determining the adding information 
on the basis of the analysis result (Gabai, column 43, lines 44-50, 

. ..translating an ancient inscription a toy offers its user a historical commentary on the 
period and the occasion on which it was written and the subjects it concerns. ..) The 
historical commentary is additional information based on the analysis result. 

As per claim 43, claim 39 or 40 is incorporated and Gabai further discloses: 

Analysis means for getting analysis result by analyzing the text 
(Gabai, Figs. 58A-B, column 43, lines 20-21, ...translates texts in a local or ancient 
language for its user/s...) If the text is translated, it is inherently understood and has 
thus been analyzed. 

Additional-information-amount determining means for determining amount of the 
adding information on the basis of the analysis result (Gabai, column 43, lines 

44-50, . ..translating an ancient inscription a toy offers its user a historical commentary 
on the period and the occasion on which it was written and the subjects it concerns. ..) 
There is inherently a determined amount of available additional information because the 
database stores available additional information in the database that is retrieved based 
upon the analysis. 
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As per claim 46, claim 39 or 40 is incorporated and Gabai further discloses: 

The action of a target for which the voice is reproduced is promoted, by the 
adding information (Gabai, Fig. 58D) Fig. 58D shows a translation process that 

adds information about the locals for which the translation is performing. The action of 
the user is enhanced by this additional information because it alerts the user that the 
locals are part of a "group in conflict with the local government," so the user can avoid 
them. 

Claims 32, 48, 50, and 52 are rejected for the same reasons as claim 40 for 
having parallel limitations. Claim 32 is the method claim, where the method has been 
shown to be operable in an apparatus according to claim 40. Claim 48 is the program 
claim, where the apparatus as shown in claim 40 has been shown to be a computer 
based apparatus which inherently has to be programmed. Claims 50 and 52 are 
terminal and server claims where Gabai teaches that the toy can use cellular technology 
which is well known in the art to be able to independently process input as well as 
process the input through a server. 

Claims 33-35, and 38 are rejected for the same reasons as claims 41-43, and 46, 
respectively. Claims 33-35, and 38 are the method claims, where the methods has been 
shown to be operable in the apparatus according to claims 41-43, and 46. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. Claims 31, 39, 47, 49, and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Gabai et al. (US Patent #6773344 hereinafter Gabai) in view of 
Coorman et al. (US Patent #6665641 hereinafter Coorman) 

As per claim 39, Gabai discloses the information processing system comprising: 

means for converting inputted text to voice (Gabai, column 20, lines 

14-36, ...transfer information to the user through sound (possibly using text-to-speech 
technology)...) 

information changing means for adding information which is not contained in the 
inputted text, to the voice (Gabai, Figs. 58A-D, column 43, lines 3-19, ...It is 

preferred, in such cases, that a toy not merely translate but combine its translations with 
other types of content that is appropriate to the given situation. ..) 

wherein the voice with the added information is reproduced (Gabai, 
column 53, lines 26-36, . . . Their response includes, but is not limited to sound (including 
voice)...) 
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Gabai fails to teach, but Coorman teaches: 

voice synthesis based on concatenation (Coorman, abstract, ... 
concatenates speech waveforms referenced by a large speech database...) The 
abstract teaches that prerecorded audio samples are taken from a database to 
construct the synthesis. 

It would have been obvious to someone of ordinary skill in the art to combine the 
Coorman device with the Gabai device because the synthesis of Coorman could have 
been substituted into the Gabai device to synthesize the speech and would have given 
predictable results. Fig. 58D of Gabai shows that the toy checks a database record for 
relevant information. The Coorman database could have been used to generate the 
additional subsequent speech ("This dialect...") for the user. 

Claims 31 , 47, 49, and 51 are rejected for the same reasons as claim 39 for 
having parallel limitations. Claim 31 is the method claim, where the method has been 
shown to be operable in an apparatus according to claim 39. Claim 47 is the program 
claim, where the apparatus as shown in claim 39 has been shown to be a computer 
based apparatus which inherently has to be programmed. Claims 49 and 51 are 
terminal and server claims where Gabai teaches that the toy can use cellular technology 
which is well known in the art to be able to independently process input as well as 
process the input through a server. 
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10. Claims 36 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gabai et al. (US Patent #6773344 hereinafter Gabai) in view of Kojima et al. (US 
Patent #5758318 hereinafter Kojima) 

As per claim 44, claim 39 or 40 is incorporated and Gabai further teaches: 

The adding of information based on the text analysis result (Gabai, 
column 43, lines 44-50, ...translating an ancient inscription a toy offers its user a 
historical commentary on the period and the occasion on which it was written and the 
subjects it concerns...) The historical commentary is additional information based on the 
analysis result. 

Gabai fails to teach, but Kojima teaches: 

reproduce-time determining means for determining time length for reproducing 
the information on the basis of the analysis results (Kojima, column 1 , lines 

30-52, ...the delay time may be variably set depending on the time, the number of times 
the apparatus is used, the length of the speech interval, the speech power, the setting 
made by the user and the like...) Furthermore, (Kojima, column 4, lines 17-23, 
...Normally, it takes more time to understand the contents of the speech as the speech 
interval becomes longer...) Kojima delays the information based on the analysis result. 

It would have been obvious to someone of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine Kojima with the Gabai device because "it is possible to prevent 
the user from becoming confused or uncomfortable by the output which is made too 
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quickly in a case where the speech recognition speed is too fast" (Kojima, column 1 , 
lines 30-52) The combination of Kojima with the Gabai device would have been obvious 
to try because it improves human/machine interaction and has a reasonable expectation 
of success. 

Claim 36 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 44. Claim 36 is the method 
claim, where the method has been shown to be operable in the apparatus according to 
claim 44. 

1 1 . Claims 37 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gabai et al. (US Patent #6773344 hereinafter Gabai) in view of Uwakubo. (US 
Patent #6513011) 

As per claim 45, claim 39 or 40 is incorporated and Gabai further teaches: 

The adding of information based on the text analysis result (Gabai, 
column 43, lines 44-50, . ..translating an ancient inscription a toy offers its user a 
historical commentary on the period and the occasion on which it was written and the 
subjects it concerns...) The historical commentary is additional information based on the 
analysis result. 



Gabai fails to teach, but Uwakubo teaches: 
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Reaction-time analyzing means for analyzing reaction time of a target for which 
the voice is reproduced (Uwakubo, columns 7-8, lines 63-67 and 1-8, ...a time 

period is clocked in some times, from a time when a reaction is presented to the output 
unit 360 (to the user) to another time when the user starts action in response to the 
presented reaction ...) 

information determining means for determining the information on the basis of 
the analysis result (Uwakubo, column 8, lines 21-31, ... generate reactions or 

suspends the generating of the reactions, based on instructions from the conversation 
manage unit 330...) A reaction is generated based upon the reaction time of the 
user. 

It would have been obvious to someone of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to combine Uwakubo with the Gabai device because "prior devices can 
not follow changes of a length of a pause (timing) in a conversation" (Uwakubo, column 
1 , lines 38-42) The combination of Uwakubo with the Gabai device would have been 
obvious to try because it improves smooth information transition and has a reasonable 
expectation of success. 

Claim 37 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 45. Claim 37 is the method 
claim, where the method has been shown to be operable in the apparatus according to 
claim 45. 



Conclusion 
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12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Refer to PTO-892, Notice of References Cited for a listing of 
analogous art. 

1 3. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to GREG A. BORSETTI whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3885. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday (8am - 
5pm Eastern Time). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, RICHEMOND DORVIL can be reached on 571-272-7602. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Greg A. Borsetti/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2626 
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Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2626 

7/22/2008 



